Rock v. Arkansas: a critique.
Rock v. Arkansas is the first United States Supreme Court decision that addresses the conflict between a criminal defendant's right to testify in his or her own behalf and a state's right to impose a restrictive rule of evidence barring hypnotically refreshed testimony. The present critique describes the operative facts in Rock v. Arkansas and the majority and minority decisions. It also highlights some of the psychological and legal issues involved and speculates on what Rock v. Arkansas may portend for the broader issue of the admissibility of hypnotically refreshed testimony in general.